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HUGHSON v. DAMERON et al. 
June 13, 1912. 
[75 S. E. 92.] 

1. Judgment (§ 654*) — Conclusiveness. — A judgment creditor sued 
the debtor and his wife to set aside a transfer to the wife of the 
husband's interest in patents as voluntary and fraudulent, and other 
creditors joined in the suit, which was compromised and stricken 
from the docket. One of the petitioning creditors subsequently 
brought an action at law on a claim not involved in the former suit, 
and recovered judgment within less than four months before the 
debtor's adjudication as a bankrupt, and this judgment was sched- 
uled as a subsisting debt. Held, on an appeal by the trustee in bank- 
ruptcy to set aside the same alleged fraudulent transfer, that the 
decree dismissing the first suit was not an adjudication of title in 
the wife as against the judgment in the action at law. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Judgment, Cent. Dig. § 1165; Dec. 
Dig. § 654.* 6 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 290, 318.] 

2. Judgment (§ 736*) — Judgment in Rem — Creditors' Suit. — Nor 
was the former creditors' suit a proceeding in rem, in the sense that 
the decree therein settled the wife's title to the patents as to de- 
mands not asserted in that suit. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Judgment, Cent. Dig. §§ 1264, 
1265; Dec. Dig. § 736.* 6 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 290, 318.] 

3. Fraudulent Conveyances (§ 277*) — Action to Set Aside — Burden 
of Proof. — In a creditors' suit to set aside a transfer of property by 
an insolvent husband to his wife, the burden of showing the bona 
fides of the transaction, and that it was made upon a valuable con- 
sideration, is on the wife. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Fraudulent Conveyances, Cent. 
Dig. §§ 799, 809-814; Dec. Dig. § 277.* 6 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 581] 

4. Fraudulent Conveyances (§ 95*) — Consideration — Indemnity for 
Liabilities Assumed. — Where a wife advanced money to her husband 
out of her separate estate to pay his debts and in connection with 
the expenses of patents which he obtained, assuming those liabilities 
under circumstances creating a quasi relation of principal and surety 
between the husband and herself, the husband's voluntary assign- 
ment of the patents to her was valid to the extent to which it was 
necessary to indemnify the wife for such expenditures. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Fraudulent Conveyances, Cent. 
Dig. §§ 243-288; Dec. Dig. § 95.* 6 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. § 579.] 

5. Fraudulent Conveyances (§ 312*) — Judgment — Relief — Account- 
ing. — A bill against an insolvent husband and wife to set aside a 

*For other cases see same topic and section NUMBER in Dec. 
Dig. & Am. Dig. Key No. Series & Rep'r Indexes. 
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transfer by the husband to his wife, alleged to be voluntary and 
fraudulent, should be remanded for an accounting, where it is found 
that the transfer is valid to the extent to which it was necessary to 
indemnify the wife for certain advancements to the husband out of 
her separate estate. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Fraudulent Conveyances, Cent. 
Dig. §§ 963-965, 967; Dec. Dig. § 318.* 1 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 632; 
6 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 579.] 

Appeal from Circuit Court, Campbell County. 

Bill by one Hughson, trustee in bankruptcy of J. C. Dameron, 
against Dameron and others, to set aside an alleged fraudulent 
conveyance. Bill dismissed, and plaintiff appeals. Reversed, 
and remanded for an accounting. 

Poindexter & Hopwood, Wilson & Manson, and Jam D. 
Johnson, for appellant. 
J. P. Whitehead and Alfred B. Percy, for appellees. 

SAUNDERS et al. v. BANK OF MECKLENBURG et al. 
June 13, 1912. 
[75 S. E. 94.] 

1. Equity (§ 149*)— Pleading— Multifariousness.— A bill by the de- 
positors of an insolvent bank, all of whose contracts are identical 
and who are entitled to participate equally in its assets, against the 
directors for negligent mismanagement, is not multifarious because 
the depositors' causes of action are separate and distinct. 

[Ed. Note.— For other cases, see Equity, Cent. Dig. §§ 342, 368- 
370; Dec. Dig. § 149.* 10 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 133.] 

2. Equity (§ 149*) — Pleading — Multifariousness. — A bill by the de- 
positors of an insolvent bank to recover from the directors for 
their negligent mismanagement is not multifarious because it fails 
to state the time the directors assumed their duties or when the com- 
plainants became depositors. 

[Ed. Note.— For other cases, see Equity, Cent. Dig. §§ 342, 368- 
370; Dec. Dig. § 149.*' 10 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 133.]- 

3. Banks and Banking (§ 55*) — Liability — Directors — Suit by Stock- 
holders. — Where a bank became insolvent and its property was trans- 
ferred to a receiver, the depositors cannot in their own name main- 
tain a suit against the directors to recover for their negligent mis- 
management, unless the receiver has on their demand refused to 
act, the receiver occupying a fiduciary relation toward them, and 
being entitled to sue for all wrongs done the corporation which he 

♦For other cases see same topic and section NUMBER in Dec. 
Dig. & Am. Dig.. Key No. Series & Rep'r Indexes. 



